Caillaux is one of the hundreds of old fellows who
continue to affirm that their bourgeois idiocy is the wisdom
bestowed on man for all time,, that he will never invent
anything better, never go beyond it, never rise to higher
pinnacles. And it was not so very long ago that the con-
solers of the bourgeoisie cited their science as proof of
their economic wisdom and its stability.
Now they would exclude science from their vile game.
On February 23, this same Caillaux, speaking in Paris before
an audience of ex-Ministers., men like Paul Milyukov
and have-beens generally, said, in imitation of Spengler:
"Technology in many cases gives rise to unemploy-
ment, turns the wages of discharged workers into extra
dividends for the shareholders. Science 'without con-
science,' science not warmed by 'conscience' works to man's
detriment. Man must curb science. The present crisis
is a defeat for human reason. Sometimes there is no bigger
oo
misfortune for science than a great man. He advances
theoretical postulates which have meaning and signifi-
cance at the particular time they are advanced, as in the
case of Karl Marx, let us say. They are correct in 1848,
or 1870, but are quite incorrect in 1932. If Marx were
alive today he would not write as he did.'"
In these words, the bourgeois acknowledges that the
intelligence of his class is debilitated and bankrupt. He
recommends "curbing science,"" forgetting how much
strength it has lent his class for the consolidation of its
power over the labouring world. What does "curbing
science"" mean? Denying it freedom of research? There
was a time when the bourgeoisie very bravely and effec-
tively resisted the attacks of the Church on freedom of
science. In our day bourgeois philosophy is gradually
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